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The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 1 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 December 2002 and 4 January 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)Kl This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^3 Claim(s) 1^4 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) E3 Claim(s) 1^4 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) CD Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) D Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 



4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 The reply filed on 4 January 2003 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action 
because of the following omission(s) or matter(s): 

Applicant argument is non-responsive. The proposed reply filed on 10 December 
2002 and 4 January 2003 have not been entered because they are unsigned. Applicant 
should submit an argument under the heading "Remarks" pointing out disagreements 
with the examiner's contentions. Applicant must also discuss the references applied 
against the claims, explaining how the claims avoid the references or distinguish from 
them. See 37 CFR 1.111. 



Since the above-mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given 
ONE (1) MONTH or THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever 
is longer, within which to supply the omission or correction in order to avoid 
abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

2 For applicant's convenience the rules on how to file a response are reproduced 
here below. 

37 CFR1.111 

§ 1.111 Reply by applicant or patent owner to a non-final Office action. 

(a) (1) If the Office action after the first examination (§ 1.104) is adverse in any respect, the 

applicant or patent owner, if he or she persists in his or her application for a patent or 

reexamination proceeding, must reply and request reconsideration or further examination, 

with or without amendment. See §§1 .135 and 1 .1 36 for time for reply to avoid 

abandonment 
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(2) A second (or subsequent) supplemental reply will be entered unless disapproved by 
the Director. A second (or subsequent) supplemental reply may be disapproved if the 
second (or subsequent) supplemental reply unduly interferes with an Office action being 
prepared in response to the previous reply. Factors that will be considered in 
disapproving a second (or subsequent) supplemental reply include: 

(i) The state of preparation of an Office action responsive to the previous reply as 
of the date of receipt (§ 1 .6) of the second (or subsequent) supplemental reply by 
the Office; and 

(ii) The nature of any changes to the specification or claims that would result 
from entry of the second (or subsequent) supplemental reply. 

(b) In order to be entitled to reconsideration or further examination, the applicant or 
patent owner must reply to the Office action. The reply by the applicant or patent owner 
must be reduced to a writing which distinctly and specifically points out the supposed 
errors in the examiner's action and must reply to every ground of objection and rejection 
in the prior Office action. The reply must present arguments pointing out the specific 
distinctions believed to render the claims, including any newly presented claims, 
patentable over any applied references. If the reply is with respect to an application, a 
request may be made that objections or requirements as to form not necessary to further 
consideration of the claims be held in abeyance until allowable subject matter is 
indicated. The applicant's or patent owner's reply must appear throughout to be a bona 
fide attempt to advance the application or the reexamination proceeding to final action. A 
general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically 
pointing out how the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the 
references does not comply with the requirements of this section. 

(c) In amending in reply to a rejection of claims in an application or patent under 
reexamination, the applicant or patent owner must clearly point out the patentable novelty 
which he or she thinks the claims present in view of the state of the art disclosed by the 
references cited or the objections made. The applicant or patent owner must also show 
how the amendments avoid such references or objections. 

[46 FR 29182, May 29, 1981; para, (b) revised, 62 FR 53131, Oct. 10, 1997, effective Dec. 1, 
1997; paras, (a) and (c) revised, 65 FR 54604, Sept. 8, 2000, effective Nov. 7, 2000; para. 
(a)(2) revised, 68 FR 14332, Mar. 25, 2003, effective May 1, 2003] 
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3 An examination of this application reveals that applicant is unfamiliar with patent 
prosecution procedure. While an inventor may prosecute the application, lack of skill in 
this field usually acts as a liability in affording the maximum protection for the invention 
disclosed. Applicant is advised to secure the services of a registered patent attorney or 
agent to prosecute the application, since the value of a patent is largely dependent upon 
skilled preparation and prosecution. The Office cannot aid in selecting an attorney or 
agent. 

Applicant is advised of the availability of the publication "Attorneys and Agents 
Registered to Practice Before the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office." This publication 
is for sale by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, 
Washington, D.C. 20402. 

Specification 

4 The following guidelines illustrate, in part, the preferred layout for the 
specification of a utility application. These guidelines are suggested for the applicant's 
use. 

Arrangement of the Specification 

(j) Abstract of the Disclosure : See MPEP § 608.01 (f). A brief narrative of the 
disclosure as a whole in a single paragraph of 150 words or less 
commencing on a separate sheet following the claims. In an international 
application which has entered the national stage (37 CFR 1 .491(b)), the 
applicant need not submit an abstract commencing on a separate sheet if 
an abstract was published with the international application under PCT 
Article 21 . The abstract that appears on the cover page of the pamphlet 
published by the International Bureau (IB) of the World Intellectual 
Property Organization (WIPO) is the abstract that will be used by the 
USPTO. See MPEP § 1893.03(e). 
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5 The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract exceeds 150 
words. 

Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical disclosure of the 
patent and should include that which is new in the art to which the invention pertains. If 
the patent is of a basic nature, the entire technical disclosure may be new in the art, and 
the abstract should be directed to the entire disclosure. If the patent is in the nature of 
an improvement in an old apparatus, process, product, or composition, the abstract 
should include the technical disclosure of the improvement. In certain patents, 
particularly those for compounds and compositions, wherein the process for making 
and/or the use thereof are not obvious, the abstract should set forth a process for 
making and/or use thereof. If the new technical disclosure involves modifications or 
alternatives, the abstract should mention by way of example the preferred modification 
or alternative. 
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The abstract should not refer to purported merits or speculative applications of 
the invention and should not compare the invention with the prior art. 
Where applicable, the abstract should include the following: 

(1) if a machine or apparatus, its organization and operation; 

(2) if an article, its method of making; 

(3) if a chemical compound, its identity and use; 

(4) if a mixture, its ingredients; 

(5) if a process, the steps. 

Extensive mechanical and design details of apparatus should not be given. 

For the applicants convenience Examiner has presented a sample abstract. 

A spatial-temporal tracking stamp system, GPS3M, enables users to 
assign a unique number for tracking and/or positioning purposes. The system 
provides a simple mode of recording and retrieving information based on 
coordinates in space and time. The system, with a high degree of accuracy, 
ease and reliability, measures and stamps location and time using alphanumeric 
symbols or digitization." 

Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

5 The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 
Page 1, line 12 "...stripe...". Examiner suggests "...strip...". 
Page 3, line 17 "...Space x Time...". Examiner suggests "...space-time...". 
Page 5, line 4 "...Log...". Examiner suggests "...log...". 
Correction is required. 
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Claim Objections 

6 Claims 1-4 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Applicant uses an atypical term "unreplicatable" which is conceptually 

redundant to the preceding term "unique". Examiner suggests omitting 
the term "unreplicatable" in claim 1, line 1 and claim 2, line 2; 
Quotations about the term "fingerprint" in claim 1, line 1 and claim 3, line 1 are 
unnecessary; 

Claim 1, line 2 "...refinement of Global...". Examiner suggests "...refinement 
of a Global..."; 

Claim 2, line 1 "...the parties of interest..." lacks antecedance. Examiner 

suggests "...users..."; 
Claim 2, line 5 "...computer-scanable...". Examiner suggests 

"... computer-scannable . . . "; 
And claim 4, line 3 "...(i.e. a common language)..." is redundant. Examiner 

suggests omitting "...(i.e. a common language)...". 

Conclusion 

3 Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas N Washburn whose telephone number is j571j 
272-2284 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 6:30 
AM -4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E Barlow can be reached on (571) 272-2269. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
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Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




